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Fil, 7, 5'rcd'>’-icV, ?'-d. R17C1 
11 '23 '67 



Jeer .ir. Uirliln, 



ycu know, h' ve Just returned fron en eibnustlnc three -'sesk trip end 
tf^ese 8 terrible eccuraul'Jtion, in addition to the vork Ir. prottrsea when left. 
* here completed the fifth uert of my study. Two eddltlcnal r’>rtp ere pla' 



-y wife told na of your letter ond 1 bs’rei her to let yo kntr’ I’d r.’Tuy 
on ay return, '^om can reed ray Irtentlons froa the fact th-.t this It 
and 1 era responding. If you want addltionel inforaetlon, plooss phor.« ae. 1 -sill 
be in* end out for the coitinp eeversl weeks, but 1 will not b* away. 



I first heerd of the eaelosei clip-lnc on the ES- progrea to which you 
rsfsr. I was r^thor surprlsod et it, for the cellar war too y'^ung to h- ▼‘•’'■hod 
any knoe;odg6 of the incident and was. In e n-^rol, cuite everivo. Eis entire 
attitude, as you cen conflra from Harv Horcpn, who conducted tbet proGToa, wee 
coneistont with hie hevlng been -ut u? to do something ha did not really \indor- 
otahd Maaelf. felled "to respond in any way when I, ic turn, ss’oad r,^,.ror 
riate -uestlons of hia. 



Srlofly, Innofwr as it rofera to ne, tbs story Is not accurnte. 1 never 
fp>ve cny eonfldectlcl ir.for-'*tlonsto cnyoac when 1 w»s employed by the -enatc, 
^.eclflcally not to tha Dally Serker. J-n feet, I wns not on the 'enste payroll 
at the tine of my eeparetlon. What was involved wsa ectuslly sonethlnc entire_y 
dlffar.^nt. Venator LaFolletta was dlanle^aad because I insisted that the ir.vestl- 
rptlon continue -hereas he felt he had derived ell the politioel profit from 
It that he coul^ eipact. I worked actively for Its continuation. 

Meny yaaro h. ve elapsed end 1 cannot swear that 1 do not know Eervey i' reui.iiig. 
I can essure you that “ h;V€ no recel’ eotion of bsvlng known him, of havln.’t 
lunctea with bin, ac,' elthourn i »os gtronfly o]:oosefl to *tr. hi on hah-vior 
DS oheirnien of the “nRmcrican Cor-.ittce and wes writing e book on It, was net 
part of any c-^rapsigh, CIb or otherwise, to "get" hir. 

1 never "edralttei to the Dies Cotmlttee that" I "bed pnid ?105 to I'evld D. 
Kcyne for forged docura nts". Meyne was the destitute former shir pr-nre er.- 
tetlve O’, the filvcr ■^Irts. Although I didn't et the time kno” it, he wes then 
in the pay of the Dios Coanlttec. s-n-pooched me for flnsnclel help ea" g-ve 
it to hiD. •‘•n return ho give me ra-.terisl on Pelley. '«* .ea ha gi-.v'; ■ce cao or two 
pbotoatnts 1 esked him to certify their ,7enulD.’ character end he so did, under 
03 th, before e aotery public. Vhen this entire ra-tter fieiM halore a grond Jury 
it refused to take sny ecticn agslnst nc end did indict fiayne. tith the very 
active help of lir. Dies he correa n plea and got, S3 1 recall, s two year 
suspended s>n:.tenoe for felse rretense end uttering sad fnrglcr. Hn-r-^ver, vdiat 
the' story csrefj ly avoldec. Is two things: thPt heyne was then in the -des 
payroll, which Ic t aetter of public record, ae it th^v: wos, tnn tbst while 
receiving nay for them be did execute a forgery hlch they euhser u-ntly used; 
one that ‘here ws? c Judicial detPrrsinBtlon of f’?ct in which I '^s found ’•■ri.hout 
guilt, I WPS, cuite ol'Tlourly, the victln of-r scheme finance: by the Cc-nnittee. 
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You ere v- ’-parent unaware of the political beliefs of Oerdner JacVraon. 
v.ea es entl-Connunlst ae any man can be. 

With regard to your other queetionez I invited to spoak by the Citlzenc* 
Comittce of ‘^nnulry. -hen I got to ''ellfornic, 1 believe on that progi'em, learned 
that the eusplcles vrere of the "^illtsnt i’orura, of which had never before heard; hoee 
spoken before any grr-up that ^^"anted to hear whet «*• have to say^ For the most p^*rt, 
these ht‘ve been conservative in nature. They do not have to believe oa I do end I do 
not h?V€ tc subscribe to whatever bpliefc they risy hold. The speaker who preceeded 
ni 0 was Ed?:srd Anting. If your informant bee eccepted my invitation to ettend the 
meeting end beer whet had to sey, with my aceurence thot he torreby Viculd be nc more 
corrupt d then I would be, he would h«^ve been able to inform you that there *ere s 
few sperk*" brt?«en Mr. ^atinr end me and that what I did wes eddress myself to the 
evidence of the saeessinPtlon ?n*‘ the report as they concern the integrity of our 
society, ‘^ou kno^ my ^ipproach from my writing. 

Unfortunr tc-ly^ unthinr' pecr^l*- ar more often concem‘=r with mnrro thnn 
fact snd reality. Thia is not true of oil conserve tlvec, for people of this vcliticj^l 
rpectrum und^r«t ne well and hevr been r.ore helpful then any others in providing 
me and, I believe, Im Cerrison, with leads. To sey thet eovernment hos erred end to 
demand recti fl cati '^n of that error is not subversive. It is what ta»ikeE government 
strong end ^arns refl*orct for it. 

^ received n^* conr^nsrti'^n of ony ch'^raeter for this a'^'*>earance, nc f?;e, 
nc of hotel hinn, etc. r»al purpore or thl^ trip, •^hlch began in i»ew 

York I>ec ember b, ps 1 recall, was^tc angf'ge in debate 1 th a former *^aTr*ission staff 
rc-nber, •’ho h*td been invited to deb?i to me on four radio etations end I thin:-c tv;o TV* 
stations. ILq appeared at none, on my find appeeranco in Los Angeles, where he live^, 
the node rfc tor the orogrem, taped on a •^uaday sftemonn, expleinac. the imposr-ibls, 

thet this fy»r.tl#*m 8 n hod to be in ''hehl^gtor. thot day, working in the J^etlonel Archives, 
mndey i<^ th'* one day of the week the '.rchlves If not open. 

***«mbers of the "^ohn Birch 3ociety support ny work and sell ny books. Ihey 
and 1 ar- no more in ef^eeraent o^h'^rr^ise than I am with the Tcot|i 5 k}cite philoscr.hy. In 
their publicatioo, tnis gro*up has cone ernunc to ny belief thet Oswald was not the lone 
esaoBsin. I believe it is e direct cuoto to say they wrote ’*Anyoae who b* lievea Lee 
Harvey Oswald was a lone Bssessin will believe finythlng'*. 

^ writing, fis yours or •nvono i^lee^B, must stFTia on its own. ^ou hava 
resG cnci*’’h of It tc underet^^nd my beliof. I pre^’ume you hfcvo elso heaip so.tjo of my 
extompor«neous rem^irks, on which I also stehd. You will fin: they espouse cr support 
no poll'^icsl belief or philosobhy, neither Blrchit| nor -^rotskyite • Althou^ I strongly 
disagree with tb^ Birch group, I refer vou to the ntroduction to *iHIT7vTAgII, where I 
criticized the '-onmls'-.l on for its u .f!ilr handling of Birch members. An this book I 
also described Larry Schmidt end hi.® Qssoci^jtes as ''juoksls*’ for their cannibollzing 
of the :^outhw^'»t<=Tn branch of the ‘*'ouug ^^ericons Sor yreedon, h>?«rdl.v the op’^roach 
inferred bv your infor'-ant. 

You mfij elso he interested in the total boycott of mention of my work in 
the left-wing pr^^^sc, !=ove, a b^ lie to, for two references to the first book alone. *^his 
else is Imonsistent with che inference of your infoment. 

Vfhst you ’•’'Ite is your o*vn affair. Jicw»^-ver, 1 see no reletionchip with 
effort to sn«-er me end ny ^ork. 

Should yon find any of these answers iredoqua^e, please phone me. I am too 
busy to in 1 nrthv correapondonco, for without it ray working day, seven days a 

weeks, jiversges, still, more than IB hours. Sincerely, 

Harold ’ eisberg 



